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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the preliminary amendment filed on 12/27/05. 

2. Claims 1-1 1 have been amended. 

3. Claims 12-18 have been added. 

4. Claims 1-18 are pending. 

Priority 

5. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been filed in Application No. 10562586 on 
December 27, 2005. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

6. The IDS filed on December 27, 2005 has been acknowledged by the examiner. 
Only the abstract of reference WO 991 8745 A1 was considered as the remainder of the 
document is written in German. 

Drawings 

7. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: 103. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or 
amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

8. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

In the abstract, the text "Figure 2a-" at the end of the paragraph should be 
deleted. 

Page 3, line 28 recites the word "whereafter" which appears to be a misspelling 
of the word "thereafter". 

Page 6, line 3 recites the word "altenatively" which appears to be a misspelling of 
the word "alternatively". 

Appropriate corrections are required. 

Claim Objections - 35 USC §112 Fourth Paragraph 

9. Claim 5 includes every limitation previously presented in claims 1 and 2. When a 
claim in an application fails to further limit claims from which it depends, the dependant 
claim is considered improper. It is suggested that claim 5 be rewritten to be 
independent or cancelled. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). 

Make it claim objection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

10. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 6-11 and 15-18 are rejected under U.S.C. 101. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 6 is non-statutory because it does not 
produce a useful, concrete and tangible result, and is therefore not eligible for patent 
protection. 
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Claims 7-11 and 15-18 are dependant on claim 6, and are rejected under the 
same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 Second Paragraph 

1 1 . Claim 3 recites the blocking or unblocking key may be received via a cable. 
However, since the device is stated as having a wireless connection in claim 1 , there is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is suggested that claim 3 
be rewritten with "or via a cable" deleted from the claim. 

12. Claims 5 and 14 recite the limitation "for the duration". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims. It is suggested that claims 5 and 14 be 
rewritten to recite "for a duration" or the limitation "for the duration" should be deleted 
altogether. 

13. Claim 12 recites the blocking or unblocking key may be received via a cable. 
However, since the device is stated as having a wireless connection in claim 1 , there is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is suggested that claim 12 
be rewritten with "or via a cable" deleted from the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

14. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 6-9, 15-16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Campen (US Patent No. 7,110,753 B2). 
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As per claim 6, Campen discloses: 

A portable device containing segments for realizing the device functions, 
(Campen, Column 4, Lines 10-18). 

means for receiving via a wireless connection (Campen, Column 2, Lines 
3-6) an executable blocking key for blocking a certain function (Campen, Column 
4, Lines 10-18). 

programmable means for activating the received blocking key in the device 
in order to prevent the function of a certain segment thereof (Campen, Column 1 , 
Lines 50-59 and Column 4, Lines 45-65). 

As per claim 7, the rejection of claim 6 is incorporated and Campen further discloses: 
means for receiving an unblocking key for releasing the function blocked 
by the blocking key, (Campen, Column 2, Lines 3-6 and Campen, Column 4, Lines 10- 
18). 

means for activating the received unblocking key in the device in order to 
release the function that was prevented by the blocking key. (Campen, Column 1 , 
Lines 50-59 and Column 4, Lines 45-65). 

As per claim 8, the rejection of claim 7 is incorporated and Campen further discloses: 
means for receiving a blocking key and/or an unblocking key transmitted 
along a wireless, short-range connection. (Campen, Column 4, Lines 19-36). 

As per claim 9, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and Campen further discloses: 

means for receiving blocking key and/or an unblocking key of a message- 
form transmitted through a message service center. (Campen, Column 4, Lines 19- 
36). 

Claim 15 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in connection of the rejection of 
claim 8. 
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Claim 16 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in connection of the rejection of 
claim 9. 

As per claim 18, the rejection of claim 6 is incorporated and further Campen discloses: 

program means for processing the blocking and unblocking keys (Campen, 
Column 4, Lines 10-18). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Campen (US Patent No. 7,1 10,753 B2), in view of Cho et al (Cho) 
(US Patent No. 6,993,329 B2). 

As per claim 1 , Campen discloses: 

in the device there is received via a wireless connection an executable 
blocking key for blocking a certain function of the device, (Campen, Column 3, 
Lines 38-65, "The control parameters may be transmitted to a desired wireless device, 
preferably through a wireless transmission 220. The intended wireless device may 
receive the wireless transmission and recover the control parameters 230."). 

the received blocking key is activated by programmable means in the 
device in order to prevent the certain function of the device. (Campen, Column 4, 
Lines 45-65, "Control parameters sent by an administrator to wireless device 300 may 
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be Java control instructions which may be incorporated within a Java applet such that 
applet executes steps in accordance with the Java control instructions."). 

Campen does not specifically disclose: 

A method for temporarily blocking a function in a portable device, However, 
Cho in an analogous art discloses the above limitation. (Cho, Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Cho into the method of Campen 
to temporarily block a function in a portable device. The modification would be obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would only want to block functions within the 
portable device when use of said device is restricted. (Cho, Column 1, Lines 13-27). 

As per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and Cho further discloses: 

in the device there is received an unblocking key that cancels the blocking 
key in order to release the function of the device that was blocked, (Cho, Fig. 7, 
Column 15, Lines 15-28, "After that, the transmit path on/off switching block 304 
switches the terminal into normal communication mode by receiving communication 
suppression release control signal from the central processing unit 306 and turning on 
the transmit path of the wireless communication terminal."), Cho teaches sending an 
unblocking signal to the device in order to release the blocked function. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Cho into the method of Campen 
to release the function of the device that was previously blocked. The modification 
would be obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would want a way to 
automatically return the device to normal communication mode once restriction is no 
longer required. (Cho, Column 15, Lines 24-40). 

Campen further discloses: 
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the received unblocking key is activated in the device (Campen, Column 3, 
Lines 51-65 and Column 4, Lines 45-54), Campen teaches the use of executable code 
(a key) containing operating parameters being received and activated within a device. 

As per claim 3, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and Campen further discloses: 

the blocking or unblocking key is received in the device through a wireless, 
short-range connection in message form or via a cable. (Campen, Column 4, Lines 
19-36, "In an embodiment of the invention, connection device 310 may be capable of 
receiving a wireless transmission that may include control parameters. The wireless 
transmission may be in the form of a text message such as a Short Message Service 
(SMS) message, an electronic mail, a wireless application protocol ( WAP) download, or 
local wireless link for example Bluetooth, IEEE 802.1 1 or infrared."). 

Claim 12 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in connection of the rejection of 
claim 3. 

As per claim 14, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Campen discloses: 

the blocking key is used for temporarily blocking a certain undesirable 
function of the device for the duration, until there is received an unblocking key, 

(Cho, Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Cho into the method of Campen 
to temporarily block a function in a portable device. The modification would be obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would only want to block functions within the 
portable device when use of said device is restricted. (Cho, Column 1 , Lines 13-27). 

the blocked function is released to function in the way it functioned before 
the activation of the blocking key. (Cho, Fig. 7, Column 15, Lines 15-28). 



Application/Control Number: 10/562,586 
Art Unit: 4141 



Page 9 



Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Cho into the method of Campen 
to release the function of the device that was previously blocked. The modification 
would be obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would want a way to 
automatically return the device to normal communication mode once restriction is no 
longer required. (Cho, Column 15, Lines 24-40). 

Campen further discloses: 

activating said unblocking key (Campen, Column 3, Lines 51-65 and Column 
4, Lines 45-54). 

Claims 4-5 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Campen (US Patent No. 7,1 1 0,753 B2), in view of Cho et al (Cho) (US Patent No. 
6,993,329 B2) and in further view of Kim (US Patent Publication No. 2002/0107005 A1). 

As per claim 4, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated; however, neither Campen nor 
Cho specifically disclose: 

in the device, there is displayed a confirmation request However, Kim in an 
analogous art discloses the above limitation. (Kim, Page 2, Paragraph [0033] - Page 3, 
Paragraph [0035], "The controller 1 1 1 displays the received message along with the 
mode conversion and notifies the mode conversion under the control of the alarm 
processor 1 1 8 in step 21 4.". . ."In step 216, the controller 1 1 1 checks whether a 
confirmation signal has been received."), Kim teaches a message is displayed in the 
device until confirmation is received from the user. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Kim into the method of Campen 
and Cho to display a confirmation request in the device. The modification would be 
obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would to notify the user that they have 



Application/Control Number: 10/562,586 
Art Unit: 4141 



Page 10 



entered an area and which requires their device to be restricted. (Kim, Page 2, 
Paragraph [0032] and Page 3, Paragraph [0035]). 

Campen further discloses: 

the received blocking or unblocking key is activated in the device as a 
response to feeding in the confirmation (Campen, Fig. 2, Column 3, Lines 51-65 and 
Column 4, Lines 45-54, "Additionally, the wireless device may detect whether the 
transmission includes an authentication identifier. If the proper authentication identifier 
is not present within the transmission, the control parameters may not be integrated."), 
Campen teaches that the key is activated in the device once the received transmission 
has been authenticated. By authenticating the transmission before accepting the 
parameters, the device is confirming that the request was received. 

As per claim 5, the rejection of claim 4 is incorporated and further Cho discloses: 

the blocking key is used for temporarily blocking a certain undesirable 
function of the device for the duration, until there is received an unblocking key, 

(Cho, Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Cho into the method of Campen 
to temporarily block a function in a portable device. The modification would be obvious 
because one of ordinary skill in the art would only want to block functions within the 
portable device when use of said device is restricted. (Cho, Column 1 , Lines 13-27). 

the blocked function is released to function in the way it functioned before 
the activation of the blocking key. (Cho, Fig. 7, Column 15, Lines 15-28, "After that, 
the transmit path on/off switching block 304 switches the terminal into normal 
communication mode by receiving communication suppression release control signal 
from the central processing unit 306 and turning on the transmit path of the wireless 
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communication terminal."), Cho teaches sending an unblocking signal to the device in 
order to release the blocked function. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Cho into the method of Campen 
to release the function of the device that was previously blocked. The modification 
would be obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would want a way to 
automatically return the device to normal communication mode once restriction is no 
longer required. (Cho, Column 15, Lines 24-40). 

Campen further discloses: 

activating said unblocking key (Campen, Column 3, Lines 51-65 and Column 
4, Lines 45-54). 

Claim 13 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in connection of the rejection of 
claim 4. 

Claims 10-1 1 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Campen (US Patent No. 7,1 10,753 B2), in view of Kim (US Patent Publication No. 
2002/0107005 A1). 

As per claim 10, the rejection of claim 9 is incorporated; however, Campen does not 
specifically disclose: 

means for displaying a confirmation request and for feeding in a 
confirmation before the received blocking or unblocking key is activated in the 
device. However, Kim in an analogous art discloses the above limitation. (Kim, Page 2, 
Paragraph [0028]. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Kim into the device of Campen to 
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include a means for displaying information and entering in a confirmation. The 
modification would be obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would want a way 
to view any messages received and enter in a response to a confirmation request. 
(Kim, Page 2, Paragraph [0028] and [0033]). 

As per claim 11, the rejection of claim 10 is incorporated and Campen further discloses: 
program means for processing the blocking and unblocking keys. 

(Campen, Column 4, Lines 10-18). 

Claim 17 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in connection of the rejection of 
claim 10. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art not relied upon but considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure is 
made of record and listed on form PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TANGELA T. CHAMBERS whose telephone number is 
571-270-3168. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday, 
8:30am-6pm Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chameli Das, can be reached at 571-270-1392. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tangela T. Chambers 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 4141 
March 31 , 2008 
/CHAMELI C. DAS/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4141 



